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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

• If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 08 September 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-122 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-122 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) [3 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 08 September 2003 is/are: a)D accepted or b)E>3 objected to by the Examiner 
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)E3 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)gl All b)Q Some * c)D None of: 

1. |2f Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . Applicant is reminded of the proper content of an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

A patent abstract is a concise statement of the technical disclosure of the 
patent and should include that which is new in the art to which the invention 
pertains. If the patent is of a basic nature, the entire technical disclosure may be 
new in the art, and the abstract should be directed to the entire disclosure. If the 
patent is in the nature of an improvement in an old apparatus, process, product, 
or composition, the abstract should include the technical disclosure of the 
improvement. In certain patents, particularly those for compounds and 
compositions, wherein the process for making and/or the use thereof are not 
obvious, the abstract should set forth a process for making and/or use thereof. If 
the new technical disclosure involves modifications or alternatives, the abstract 
should mention by way of example the preferred modification or alternative. 

The abstract should not refer to purported merits or speculative 
applications of the invention and should not compare the invention with the prior 
art. 

Where applicable, the abstract should include the following: 

(1) if a machine or apparatus, its organization and operation; 

(2) if an article, its method of making; 

(3) if a chemical compound, its identity and use; 

(4) if a mixture, its ingredients; 

(5) if a process, the steps. 

Extensive mechanical and design details of apparatus should not be 

given. 

2. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of 
the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 1 50 words. It is 
important that the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space 
provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The 
form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" and 
"said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure 
sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the 
full patent text for details. 
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The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat 
information given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, 
such as, "The disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," 
"The disclosure describes," etc. 

3. 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, requires the specification to be written in 
"full, clear, concise, and exact terms." The specification is replete with terms 
which are not clear, concise and exact. The specification should be revised 
carefully in order to comply with 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. Examples of 
some unclear, inexact or verbose terms used in the specification are: One of 
many examples is the "detailed description preferred embodiments" title on page 
6 of the specification followed by the rest of the specification including but not 
limited to lines 1-10 of pp. 6 reciting "Referring to Fig 1, two electric conductors 
21 using multiple isolators such as glasses to fix on the fixed base 31 appearing 
parallel two electrodes". 

4. A substitute specification in proper idiomatic English and in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.52(a) and (b) is required. The substitute specification filed must 
be accompanied by a statement that it contains no new matter. 

Drawings 

5. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must 
show every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the 
circuitry for the parallel and series connections as recited in claims 101-103 must 
be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be 
entered. 
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Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are 
required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. 
Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is 
being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not 
be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate 
figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the 
remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the 
brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional 
replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining 
figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must 
be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the 
next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Claim Objections 

6. Claims 61 and 71 , 60 and 70, 59 and 69 are objected to under 37 
CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent form for failing to further limit the 
subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or 
amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
claim(s) in independent form. The above-mentioned claims recite the same 
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subject matter respectively and all are dependent on the same independent 
claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying 
out his invention. 

8. Claims 1-122 are rejected under35 U.S;C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable 
one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected; to make and/or use the invention. Applicant's claims, in their entirety, 
are written in such a vague, indefinite and unintelligible form that it is not 
understood what applicant is intending to claim as the invention. 

9. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

10. Claims 1-122 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. Claims 1-122 are written in a 
manner that is grammatically incorrect and very difficult to understand with 
regards to what applicant is intending to claim as the invention. The claims are 
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vague and replete with indefinite terms such as in claim 1, for example, "there 
are many holes or crevices in the base going through two ends of the base. To 
use this extending electrode individually or simultaneously goes through this 
holes or crevices to fix position", claim 11" wherein the enclosure having the 
hole", claim 14, "wherein the enclosure having single or multiple types such as 
slim flat shape.". 

1 1 . Claims 1-122 are rejected as failing to define the invention in the manner 
required by 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph. 

The claim(s) are narrative in form and replete with indefinite and functional 
or operational language. The structure which goes to make up the device must 
be clearly and positively specified. The structure must be organized and 
correlated in such a manner as to present a complete operative device. The 
claim(s) must be in one sentence form only. Note the format of the claims in the 
patent(s) cited. 

• As best understood, the following rejection applies to all claims. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

12. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 1 02 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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13. Claims 1-100,102, 103,106-122 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Cheung (6,843,578). 

14. Cheung discloses an electroluminescent lighting device with a base, the 
lighting device has a light source and multiple extending electrodes, and the 
device has an isolator. 

• The EL device has gaps between respective parts (figs 4-5,16); 

• The enclosure is pervious to light (inherent since light must show through 
the enclosure); 

• The EL device has an open part (Fig5-6); 

• The enclosure is composed of many pieces fixed on a base (fig 8); 

• The shape of the enclosure is some specific designed shape (figs 1-8); 

• The outer surface of the enclosure having rough uneven lines (fig 8); 

• The enclosure being made of hard or soft materials (inherent since to see 
Fig 6); 

• The enclosure has indicia (fig 8); 

• The enclosure is a flat shape (fig 8); 

• The EL device being a strip (fig 1); 

• The EL device being made of a resilient material ;(inherent, since the 
device must be made of a resilient material to be worn on a shoe (fig 1); 

• The base being composed of two pieces or more (figs 1-8); 

• The enclosure base has clips (25); 

• The base is fixed together by means of a spring (19); 

• The EL is able to produce various lighting effects (col. 7 lines 58-62) 
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• The other light source being an LED (col. 1 1 , Fig 20, lines 56-63); 

• The base has receiving means to connect power; 

• The EL device has batteries; 

• The circuitry includes switching means to produce various light effects of 
the device (11,13,15) 

9 The enclosure contains the lighting means, electrical conductors and 
power source. 

• The EL device has neighboring electrodes connected with each other (Fig 
5, col. 8 lines 17-26) 

• The EL devices are connected in parallel (figs 7-8); 

• The EL device can be used simultaneously with the LED's (fig 2); 

• With regards to method claims 1 17-122, the Cheung reference is 
considered to anticipate the structural limitations of the claim, therefore the 
above rejection applies to these claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

15. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

16. Claims 101,104 and 105 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cheung. 
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17. Cheung discloses the claimed invention as best understood except for the 
recitation of the EL device being connected in series or parallel series and 
isolator being glass. 

18. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to connect the EL devices of Cheung in series since the 
examiner takes Official Notice of the benefits of series connections in the 
illumination art being providing the lighting devices with an equal amount of 
reduced voltage at each connection to reduce power consumption. With regards 
to a parallel and series connection of the illumination device of Cheung, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to connect the EL devices of Cheung in series and parallel since the 
examiner takes Official Notice of the benefits of series and parallel connection of 
a lighting device since the benefits of a series connection (as explained above) in 
combination with a parallel connection would provide a lighting device with 
multiple lighting elements with the ability to continue functioning in its entirety if 
one lighting element were to cease functioning along the connection. 

With regards to the isolator being glass, it would have been obvious to 
make the isolator glass, since glass is a well known insulator used to isolate 
electric lines and since the applicant has not disclosed that making the isolator 
glass solves any problem or is for a particular reason, it appears that the claimed 
invention would perform equally well with the isolating sleeves, 22, of Cheung. 
Furthermore, glass is old and well known in the illumination art as being 
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commonly used for the purpose of isolating selected electrical components in a 
lighting device. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Anabel M. Ton whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-2382. The examiner can normally be reached on 08:00-16:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Sandra O'Shea can be reached on (571) 272-2378. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 



Anabel M Ton 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2875 



AMT 




